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Office A 


±s,7tw,\n,hdutn •# UNITED Si'AicS GOVERNMENT 

61763 

TEE DIRECTOR w DATE: May 5, 1950 

Df M. Ladd 


qJ- — ^ 



subject: EMIL KLAUS FUCHS 

ESPIONAGE - B 




In connection with my earlier memorandum to you 
today concerning the publicity in regard to the captioned 
caee, Mr * Geoffrey Patterson of the British Intelligently 
called me at St IS PM and furnished the following preen 
release which it is anticipated will be released by the 
British press touorrowt 

"THERE HAS BEEN THE FULLEST POSSIBLE EICHANGE 
OF INFO EM AT I ON BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
BRITAIN IN THE FUCHS CASE . THE UNITED STATES 
RECENTLY ASKED FOR FACILITIES TO INTERVIEW 
FUCHS AND IN VIEW OF THE SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES 
OF THIS CASE, THIS HAS BEEN GRANTED. A SIMILAR 
REQUEST FOR FACILITIES TO INTERVIEW FUCHS WAS 
EARLIER RECEIVED IN THE LAST FEW DATS * " 


oe - Jfr. Belmont 
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Office Memorandum 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


MR. D. M. W 


DATS; Hay 9, X950 


FROM . MR. A. H. BEIMO] 
SUBJECT: (7> FOOCASE 


1 INFORMATION CONTAINED l/( 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED. .an 
DAT F '-2 ■ST f ■ 





At 1:20 P.M. on May 9# 1950, Mr. Cimperman called from 
London to adviaa that the London papers state today that the 
Fuchs case util finally hit Parliament j that next Thursday both 
j / the Home Secretary and Foreign Secretary will be asted 
II questions re the proposed interrogation of Fuchs by Bureau 
|| Agents. 

A Labor member of Parliament will ask rr What are the 
regulations governing the questioning of prisoners in British 
jails by police of other countries and to what countries are the 
facilities granted?* 

Another Labor member of Parliament will ask "What conditions 
will govern the interrogation of Fuchs and what jrecedents are there 
for the interrogation of prisoners in England by officials of a 
foreign power?* 

A third member of Parliament will ask "in what condi tLons 
and circumstances permission Is being granted for the interview of 
Fuchs?* 

The above three questions are to be asked of the* Home I 

Secretary this coming Thursday and the discussion will carry over j 
until the following Monday, if necessary, at -which time the Foreigi 
Secretary Hill be asked by a Conservative member of Parliament, 

*What are the principles and precedents involved in the inter; 

j 

Mr. Cimperman advised that he was furnishing this lam- 
ination telephonically inasmuch as the Bureau would want to know? 
that this matter was reaching the discussion stage in Parliament. 

He advised that the answers that will be given to these questions 
will not be known until the Home Secretary and the Foreign Secretary, n 
reply to the questions. f f tS?— - / / / £** 

actAF r:i ~ . wo. ,09 'y 

Mr. Cimperman advised that he would’keep the Bureau informed - 
of developments. 
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The additional factp have been cornual cat ed "by cable to the 
Embassy ia London end they hare been requested to notify us what 
progress is being made in obtaining an Interview* Z will advice 
you as soon as this information is received* 




FEDERAL BUREAU Q 


IGATION 




ADMINISTRATIVE 

j CLASSIFIED 

DECLASSIFY ON: OA 

Mrs. MARY AIIEEK&^SRYAN knew of no 
connection between FUCHS and JOSE F 
J foyTBLAT , list of all people registering 
/at Albuquerque Hotels in June, 1945# 

furnished Bureau . t Surveillance photograph 
of JORDAN CARSON^ttSK obtained and copies 
forwarded Bureau^ Boston, and New York. 
Photograph made of available hotel registra- 
_ tions Santa Fe and Albuquerque, N. M. for 
periods 7/13-23/45 and 8 / 2 5 - 9 A A 5 and 
forwarded Bureau for comparison with known 
handwriting specimens of JOSEPH ARNOLD 


By letter dated March 9, 1950, the Bureau advised that the 
files at the Seat of Government contained little information concern-/ 
lng JOSEF ROTBLAT and ELSBETB^GRANT not set out in report of Special/ 
Agent J. JEROME MAXWELL dated January 23 , 1950 , at Albuquerque in this 


In April, 1940, a committee of scientists was set up in 
land to work on the Atomic Bomb and a Dr. ROTBLAT worked on the 




Q» 




f 


t. 


■i. 


AQ 65-6 

project. It is likely that this is the ROTBLAT in question. The same 
committee also utilized FUCHS. 


ELSBETH GRANT is said to be a graduate of the University of 
Oxford in England and to have received a Dr. of Laws Degree from the 
University of Liverpool in England and to have known ROTBLAT in Liver- 
pool- . : y. ' ■ • .«*' ’ 

ROTBLAT apparently arrived in the United States on February 
16, 194k. He stayed at the Hold. Roosevelt in Washington, D. C., until 
February 28, 1944, when he was transferred to Los Alamos. He apparently 
remained there until December 8, 194k, and returned to England on December 
24, 1944. J , . • 

The Bureau instructed that since it is like ly that ROTBLAT 
knew FUCHS in England and because ROTBLAT favored giving' Atomic informa- 
tion to Russia, ROTBLAT may have been aware of FUCHS espionage activities 
and it is therefore 'desired that ELSBETH GRANT and Mrs. 0* BRIAN be located 
and interviewed along this line. 


1 Mrs. MARY AHEEN O'BRYAN, hostess at the Monastery of tb* 

I Cistercian Order of Monks, Valley Ranch, Pecos, New Mexico, advised 
on April 25, 1950, that her son DERRIc O'BRYAN was a Rhodes scholar in 
England and had met and married his present wife, PAMELA MILLIGAN 
O'BRYAN,, in England. PAMELA had attended school with ELSBETH GRANT 
and they were close friends . ELSBETH GRANT had had scarlet fever when 
a child which had affected her hearing. During the early part of World ^ 
j / War II, GRANT had been in an air raid which had further damaged her 
hearing afad caused hex to be very nervous. .Because of Miss GRANT'S 
physical condition, PAMELA O'BRYAN had suggested that Miss GRANT come 
to Santa Fe, New Mexico. Mrs. O’BRYAN stated that sometime about the 
early part of 1944, ELSBETH GRANT had come to Santa Fe, New Mexico, and be- 
cause of her friendship with Mrs. O'BRYAN'S daughter-in-law, become a 
close associate of Mrs. O'BRYAN. She stated that GRANT was financially 
independent but because of her nervousness, she had suggested that 
GRANT obtain employment. Mrs. O'BRYAN helped GRANf get a position 
j at the AVERY BOWMAN leal Estate Agency in Santa Fe, New Mexico, where 
| Mrs. O'BRYAN was also employed. 

I Mrs. O'BRYAN stated that she acted more or lefa as a mother 

I to ELSBETH GRANT who was only about twenty years old at the time 
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J. 


and that GRANT stopped by her home almost every day. She stated that 
several months after GRANT had been In Santa Fe, she came to her home 
one day and said that the most wonderful thing had happened; that she 
j had met a scientist from Los Alamos; and that he had letters from 
1 people in Liverpool who told him to look her up. After that time, 
ELSBETH GRANT mentioned seeing ROTBLAT often and Mrs. O'BRYAN thought 
that he came to Santa Fe to see her about two or three tines each week. 
On several occasions ELSBETH GRANT stopped by Mrs. O'BRYAN's home which 
was near the Post Office and said that ROTBLAT was very forgetful; 
that he had spent too much time at her apartment; had forgotten to mail 
his letters and that ROTBLAT had asked her, GRANT to mall these letters 
for him. Mrs. O'BRYAN continued that she bad been contacted by an ; 
Army Intelligence Agent who told her that they felt there was a leak 
at Los Alamos and that this leak might be through ROTBLAT. Mrs. 

O'BRYAN was asked by this agent to pump ELSBETH GRANT for all informa- 
tion she could get concerning ROTBLAT. Mrs. O'BRYAN stated that she 
had agreed to cooperate with the Army Intelligence Agent and that she 
had furnished him at that tine all of the information that she could 
get from GRANT concerning ROTBLAT. She advised that because of the 
length of time that had elapsed she could not recall any details but- 
that she did remember that GRANT had told her that ROTBLAT was com- 
pletely in sympathy with the Russians; that he had no use for re- 
I ligion; and that he had marvelous ideas about the brotherhood of man. 
GRANT stated ROBTLAT has stated that he was going to stay at Los 
Alamos until he got a little more information and that he would then 
return to England. In England he intended to get a plane and ball 
out over Russia and furnish the Russians with all of the informa- 
I tion that he had concerning the Atomic Energy Program in England 
1 and the United States. 

Mrs. O'BRYAN stated that she did not believe that GRANT 
■ had any sympathies for Communism. She added that during the time % 

| GRANT was associating with ROTBLAT, she has shown some interest 
! In Communism but Mrs. O'BRYAN attributed this to Rotblat's ln- 
! fluence over her. She denounced any knowledge that GRANT has had 
| any desire to go to Russia after the war. She stated that to her 
j knowledge , GRANT has never heard from ROTBLAT after he left the 
Los Alamos Project. She stated that she had asked GRANT on several 
j occasions whether she had heard from ROTBLAT and GRANT always replied ' 
in the negative. 

I Mrs. O’BRYAN continued that a short tine after ROTBLAT 
left the Los Alamos Project, ELSBETH GRANT had started running around 


0 * 


/ with the artist group in Santa Pe and soon afterwards, net and married 

' fy\r$ WmiAM HWAED^OPST^ She stated that GRANT and BOPST now have three 

children and iilre living at Route $1, Box 120-A, Camel, California. 

She described WILLIAM HOWARD BOPST as a "would be artist" and as 
"not much good." She added, however, that she had no reason to question 
BOPST 's loyalty to the United States. She explained that ELSBETH 
GRANT had inherited a large amount of money at about the time she 
married BOPST and it was Mrs. O'BRYAN'S opinion that BOPST had married . 
her merely for her money. 

( Mrs. O'BRYAN advised that ELSBETH 'a mother had returned to 
England to live with her son and that she had heard recently that 
ELSBETH had gone or intended to go to England to visit her mother for 

several months. Mrs. O'BRYAN did not know the notheih address in England. 

She stated that ELSBETH is now totally deaf. 

By teletype dated March 22, 1950 , the Boston . Off ice advised 
that a , photograph of JORDAN CARSON MARK had been exhibited to 
BflBERTl^NMAN as being possibly identical with unknown subject with 


aIVa&kjH0and etc. BEINEMAN stated that MARK looked "vaguely s\\ /*S . 

f aniliarA*Ee noted that the photograph of MARK which had been v. ® ) > ' / . 

previously furnished by the Albuquerque Office showed MARK with a * . 

mustache. He requested that a photograph of MARK reflecting the 
latter's profile, and if possible, a full view, surveillance type 
photograph be obtained. He further requested that if any photographfL 
existed of MARK without a mustache, that such be exhibited to him. 

Confidential Informant T-l, of known reliability, advised 
that his office had no photograph of MARK other than that previously 
furnished to the Albuquerque Office. He stated that to his knowledge, 

MARK has worn a mustache during all of the time that he he has been 
employed at Los Alamos . 

Two surveillance photographs of MARK were taken by the 
writer on April 29, 1950, sopies of which were forwarded to the 
Bureau and the New York and Boston Offices by letter dated May 
2, 1950. . mT)[ ^ 

By letter dated April 18, 19 21* the Bureau advised thai_^ . 
Confidential Informant T-2 had advised [that In reference to FUCHS ' } 


c 
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meeting with hts .tsplonage contact l q Santa Fe. Hew Mexico durin g 
June, 1945 iand the Fall of 1945 





SECRET 


According to 3p.2,'teCHB first stated that he met Ms 
Soviet contact In June, 194 5/ on n quiet street along the Santa Fe 
River. Later, on reference to a map, he stated, this meeting occurred 
on Alameda Street on the north bank cf the river between Castillo and 
Delgado Streets. With reference to the meeting in the Fall of 1945/ 
FUCHS first stated he picked up his contact in his (FUCHS') car on 
a country rood outs id^jaTatcwn and that he thereafter drove to a 
lonely road and talkedj^fter checking a map cf Santa Fe, FUCHS 
indicated he picked u£“his contact on Washington Avenue Just below 
Kearney Street and proceeded out Bishop’s Ledge Road. 



. f list of all individuals registering at 

Albuquerque Hotels during the month. of June, 1945, was obtained and 
forwarded to the Bureau TOP 

Copies cf the hotel registrations for the following hotels 
were made by the Agents indicated below: 


Checked by 


Alvarado Hotel 

Hilton Hotel 

EL Fidel Hotel 

Courtesy Hotel 
Elms Hotel 
Marlon Hotel 
Grand Central Hotel 
Down Town Hotel 
Sandla Hotel 
Sturgesa Hotel 


SA PAUL L. DORRIS, and 
SA GORDON JACKSON 
SA’s FINIS I. PARRISH and 
THOMAS L. BRANNICK 
SA’s EDWARD C, PALMER and 
THOMAS E. O’CONNOR 
SA DARWIN D, BARE 
SA CARL W, SPIELERS 
SA CECIL E* JORDAN 
SA CARL W. SPILLERS 
SA CECIL E. JORDAN 
SA WALTER C. ROGERS 
SA HENRY L. McCONNELL 




Aq 65-6 



The following hotels advised that their records for June, 
19^5, had "been destroyed or could not he located. 


Checked hy : 


Franciscan Hotel 
Vera Hotel 
Silva Hotel 
Howland Hotel 
Henrietta Hotel 

Casa Grande Lodge (Open July, 1946) 
Alamo Hotel 
Angelus Hotel 
Chicago Hotel 

Rio Grande Hotel (Formerly Vendone) 

Ranger Hotel 

Occidental Hotel 

New Mexican Hotel 

Craig Hotel 

Elgin Hotel 

Manhattan Hotel 

Liberty Hotel 

Hudson Hotel 

Kings Hotel 


SA JOSEPH F, DOHERTY 
SA HENRY. L. McCONNELL 
SA HENRY L. McCONNELL 
SA CARL W. SP3XLER3 
SA CARL tf. SP ELLER S 
ALLISON W. STARR INE 
SA ALLISON W. STARR INE 
SA ALLISON W. STARR INE 
SA ALLISON W, STARRINE 
SA WALTER C. ROGERS 
SA WALTER C. RCGGERS 
SA CECIL E. JORDAN 
SA CECIL E. JORDAN 
SA DARWIN B. BARE 
SA DARWIN B. BARE 
JAMES M. SMIT# 

SA JAMES M. SMITH 
SA JAMES M. SMITH 
SA JAMES M, SMITH, 


By teletype dated Aparil 24, 1950, the New York Office 
advised that the employee's time cards of JACOBSON and Company, 

New York> New York, reflected that JOSEPH A.VKUEBINS, In addition to 
other absences, starts! . the first part of his vacation with the 
close of business Friday, July 13, 1945, and returned to work Monday 
July 23 , 1945. ROBBINS began the second part of his vacation with the 
close of business Friday, August 24, 1945, and returned to work on 
the morning of Tuesday, September 4, 1945. 


It is pointed out that FUCHS stated that he had met his 
contact in Santa Fe, New Mexico, in June of 1945 and' again In the 
Fall of, 1 ^ 45 . Assuming that FUCHS may have been In error In stating 
that he had met his contact in June, 1945, ROBBINS was on leave for 
a sufficiently long period of time to have traveled to Santa Fe, Newi 
Mexico, from New York City In mid July, 1945 and again in the latter 
part of August and the first part of Septec^er, 1945. 
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' Available hotel registration record* In Santa ?e and 

Albuquerque, New Mexico, had previously been checked for a registra- 
tion for JOSEPH A. BOBBINS OR JOSEPIpEOENSTRlCH without locating 
a . registration card under either of /these name*. ■ ■ ' 


08 the theory that ROBBINS may have stayed at a hotel In 
Santa Je o V Albuquerque, New Mexico, and registered under another 
name, photographic copies of all available hotel registrations In 
Albuquerque and Santa Fe, New Mexico, for the periods July 13, through 
July 23, 1945, and August 25, through September 4, 1945, were obtained 
and forwarded to the Bureau fir comparison with known handwriting 
. specimens of JOSEPH ARNOLD ROBBINS. 


» 0 A. WHITE, ticket agent, Atchison, Topeka, and Santa 

Fe Railroad, advised that there Is no rail passenger service directly 
to Santa Fe, New Mexico, but that rail passengers us ually leave the 
train at Lamy, New Mexico, and travel to Santa Fe by special Santa Fe 
Bus. .He stated that bis office had no record of passengers to Santa 
Fe but suggested that such records of passengers to Lamy, New Mexico, 
on the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad might be maintained at 
Chicago, Illinois. He suggested that Mr. J. H. MATHIAS, Manager, 
Reservation and Information Bureau, Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe 
Railyoad, 180 East Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois, be contacted. 
7® ' that the Pull ma n Company In Chicago might have some 

Information concerning passengers to Lamy, Nqw Mexico. 


■ tetter dated April 2 6, 1950, the Chicago Office was re- 

quested to contact MATHIAS and the Pullman Company, and that If 
possible, a'list of passengers to Santa Fe. or Lamy, New Mexico, during 
the month of June, 1945, be obtained, on the theory that Unknown 
•ubjeet GOO® may have taken a train to Lamy, New Mexico, and a bus 
from Lamy to Santa Fe, New Mexico, and may have left the same way on 
the sane date without having registered at any hotel in Santa Fe, 

Bfev Mexico, or vicinity, * 


MOXA, ticket agent, Ublon Bus Terminal, Santa Fe, 
sew Mexico, advised, that all buses cooing into Santa Fe used that 
.terminal. Including the Santa Fe Trallvays* and Greyhound buses . MOTA 
stated that he had been with the bus company, for ten years and that 
-tor his- knowledge,, no bus companies kept records of the names of any 
^assehgersv.f 
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By teletype dated May 1, 1950, it was suggested that the 
Chicago Office check available Santa Fe Railway and Pullman Company 
records for travel by JOSEPH ARNOLD ROBBINS to Albuquerque, Lamy, 
or Santa Fe, New Mexico, during the periods July 13 through k 2 3, 19^5, 
and August 25, through September L, I 9 L 5 . • 
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LEADS 


THE SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 

At Carmel, California 

Will interview Mrs . ELSBETH BOP ST, nee GRANT, also known 
a b Mrs. WILLIAM HOWARD BOPST, Route 1, Box 120-A, concerning her 
association with JOSEPH ROTBLAT; will determine whether she had any 
knowledge of the activities of subject FUCHS. It will he noted 
that Mrs. BOPST is totally deaf. 
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CONFIDENTIAL INFORMANTS 


Mir. SIDNEY NBw2t)RGE$, Jr. , t^4.e#>^Sfecurity Operation* Branch/ 
Diriaion, Atomic Energy'Cctm^adon, Lo* Alamo*, New } 


Is, a highly confidential foreign aource mentioned in Bureau 
. letter, to. Alhu gue^u^ datea^ngll 18, 1950. ‘ v *" * 




REFERENCE: Bufile 65-58805; report of SA JOHN R. MURPHY, New York, 

N. Y.,, dated 3/9/50. 
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Moscow Fumes at Truman and E 


■■'• . By Bert Andrew* 

WASHINGTON. , 

P RESIDENT TRUMAN end 
the Federal Bureauof Invee- ' 
tlgation have Russian prop- 
agandists tearing their hair at the j 
moment, the one because he or- 
dered thi hydrogen bomb built, j 
I the other because It spearheaded 
the Inquiry gfrlch led to the arrest 
Of Dr. KlausFuchs, , ■" 

f The Russian radio teed off onj 
the President and the F. B. L 
the world awaited the answers to 
th? following questions yet to be 
answered In the Fuchs case: ; 

Where did the F. B. I. get tiie 
Information which put It on Dr. 
Fuchs’s trail? (The F. B. I, Isn’t 
saying, but there Is widespread be- 
lief that some one In the Canadian 
case of four years ago supplied 
| the tip.) 

Exactly what Information per- 
taining to the atomic and hydro- 
gen bombs did Dr- Fuchs turn over 
to the Russians? (British and 
American sources arc mum 
that. Presumably America’s atomic 
[scientists will be Informed so they 
can determine, as to the hydrogen I 
■bomb ' particularly, . whether the 
attiimUns ptm have «cucfa or little j 


| to learn over what the American | 
scientists know.) 

Did Dr. Fuchs operate as a lone. I 
wolf, save for the help of a go- 
between who carried the Informa- 
tion to Russia? .(Some 
think he did. One of them said:] 
"He was not the type of thief who I 
had to steal the paper with infor- j 
inatlon on it out Of atafe. He had 
the knowledge to write the Infor- 1 
mation on the paper In the safe.) 

If Dr. Fuchs had accomplices 
among American, British and Ca- 
nadian scientists, will that be dis- 
closed? (The best bet is that it will 
If sufficient evidence can be ob- 
tained to> nail them.) 
A/CEANWHILE, the Russian 1 
LYJ. propaganda drive against the 
FBI. aroused some amusement In 
the bureau because it was clearly) 
launched as a result of the bu- 
reau’s work in the Fuchs case— j 
and because the propagandists 
never once mentioned the arrest 
of Dr. Fuchs. ; - 

The American inan In the street I 
will be interested to learn what he 
Is "suffering” under the FBI., for] 
the Russian radio declares: 

“The FBI. has been turned lnto| 


an organization for. Intimidating 
[the UJS. man In the street by 

is df all forms of vlolenoe, , ■ • ’ 

blackmail, terror and other police ‘Vf 


n 


Then, after some talk of “bour- 
geois slander of the UBSA.,” but 
with no mention of Russia’s action 
In hirin g British and Canadian 
scientists to steal atomic accrete, 
the radio reports: • 

"From the day of its foundation. ' % 
the FBI. became the jailor of the .... 
population. The head of this or- 
ganizatlon Is responsible to the j£ 
UJS. President and keeps Mm in* -- 
formed of future plans and results =4 
of past activity. The true bosses -*■ 
of the FBI., however, are the sixty - 
f amili es of American millionaires.". 

As to Mr. Truman, the Russian 
radio says that "broad sections’* 
of the American public felt Indig- 
nant upon learning of the Presl- 
dent’s order to create a hydrogen ^ 
imb. v 

Listing the "broad sections," th# ? 
Russian broadcast names “The r 
Daily Worker," "the chairman of 
the Progressive party’s national '.: 
committee, Benson,” and "the Na- 
tional Council for Preventing' 
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Office Memorandum • united stat rs |governmpnt 


Director, FBI 

GUT HOT TEL, SAC, Washington Field 


April 25, 1950 


SUBJECT: 


FOOCASE 
ESPIONAGE - R 
(Bufile 65-58805) 




Re Baltimore letter March 1, 1950, and reb ulet » 
April 7, 1950. 

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are phot ogr ajhs 
of Hr. ALBERT EUANUELmiJMBERG, JAMES LOUIsNfilNSBURGf and . 
ABRAHAI^WCOTELGHUGK, vAich were inadvertently designated' 
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Names DR. AL3ERT EMAwiji — 

| BLUMBERG.' 

Sexi Male 
Race: White 

Birth: 8/10/06, Baltimore, 
Md. 

Heights 5* 7" 

Weight: 165-170# 

Build: Medium-erect carriag 
Eyes: Brown 

Hair: Dark Brovm 

Complex: Medium 


Taken in early »40a 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 


U. S. ATOMIC ENERGY . COMMISSION 


May 9, 1950 


ALL IKFOr.!.’AT 

• HEKiHu iO wi.- 

DATEAi^s'l 


r^AWED 


Atomic Energy Commie 9 ion: 




Sumner T. Pike, Acting Chairman 
Gordon Dean, Commissioner 
Henry D. Smyth, Commissioner 
Thomas E. Murray, Commissioner * 

Atomic Energy Staff: 

. \ Carroll L. Wilson, General Manager 

L. R. Hafstad, Director, Division of Reactor 
Development . 



ALL' INFORMATION CONTAINED 
heron IS ^CLASSIFIED / 
DATE S‘l-2') RV3tffe/A()r 


PR OCEEDIKSS 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: I suppose our biggest news, the 

one that won’t have to be dragged out of us, is that ve 
have our new Commissioner, Mr, Tom Murray, who arrived this 
morning. He is not completely and thoroughly legal yet, but 
we have had him at work for about a half hour. 


Possibly he would like to tell you how Rome looks in 
the spring time. 

COMMISSIONER MURRAY: I don’t think I have anything 

particular to say. As you well appreciate I am not familiar 
with the problems and the projects that are confronting the 
Commission and I won’t have much to say until I have had 
a chance to examine and look into the situation a little 
more thoroughly. 

Rome in the spring time, however, in parentheses, 
looks pretty good.i 


QUESTION: Did you see any of the atomic installations 

in Europe? 

COMMISSIONER MURRAY: No, sir. My one and only ob- 

' -ject was to make a pilgrimage to Rome. That was the pri- 
ary objective. 

QUESTION: You mean in connection with the Holy Year? 

COMMISSIONER MURRAY: That is right. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I guess we are open for faislness, 

boys . . 

QUESTION: What about the other new Commissioner? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Mr. "X"? 

QUESTION: Dr. Bundesen by name. Has he been men- 

tioned at all? 


COMMISSIONER PIKE; I think he makes No. 43, aa I 
remember. We have had a sort of running list of prominently 
mentioned possibilities. I think he Is in the early forties 
on that list. 


(more) 
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QUESTION: You hear of these after they are published? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Usually, or over the phone, some- 

body says so and so over the radio. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike heard about this one before. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, I understand that you have said 

something, published in some of the papers, that you are 
now receptive to reappointment. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't' remember that. I may 

have talked in my sleep. 

QUESTION: This was at the chamber of commerce dinner, 

as I got it. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't remember. 

QUESTION: What is you r position now, as far as re- 

appointment is concerned? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I guess I had better wait until 

I have been asked. I haven't any position. 

QUESTION: Mr. Chairman, would you care to tell us 

anything about the effect that this rider would have on 
the Atomic Energy Commission, the rider which would limit 
contractors' fees? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: We take this very seriously. I 

can tell you about our feeling on the matter. 

In the first place, these contracts were entered into 
at arms' length in good faith with competent people. In my 
own book, I speak with some emotion on this because I don't 
want to be put in the position of repudiating a contract 
which still has some time to run, while the contract has been 
well carried out. 

QUESTION: ¥ould that be one of the effects of the 

rider? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Yes. When you say you are paying 

a fellow so much and then you cut his pay in half during the 
run of the contract I would say that would be an Important 
effect. 


{more) 
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action? 


QUESTION: Could you break a contract by legislative 


COMMISSIONER DEAN: They would probably recover in 

a court of claims* 

QUESTION: I should think they vould. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: This is the kind of thing that 

could easily cause trouble in our typical method of doing 
business with our contractors. As you know, most of our 
large operating contracts are the sort of thing that you 
absolutely can not describe in detail in advance. You can 
not put it out for lump-sum bidding on the basis of detailed 
specifications at Oak Ridge itself, which the Union Carbide 
operates at an annual fee above cost. 

After having worked out a contract, if the committee 
can come up and by legislation, in effect, repudiate that 
contract, it certainly is going to lead to trouble in nego- 
tiations. I really think this particular group of contracts 
goes to a misunderstanding on the part of the Appropriations 
Committee. They seem to relate this to municipal operation. 

If you look at last Friday's set-to in the House you 
will note that they feel that this is too much to pay for 
a "city manager." Apparently what we failed to explain 
to them is that this is a great deal more than a'bity manager 
contract. 

The municipal functions are included at both Oak 
Ridge and Los Alamos. But at Oak Ridge we also have a real- 
estate management job which is much larger than the muni- 
cipal job, A great many million dollars worth of homes 
are there, all of which have to be maintained and serviced, 
plus the collection of rent. 

The government owns all of those properties and is 
responsible for their repair and general up-keep. 


This is a function that you are all familiar with in 
most cities where real estate companies charge a proportion 
of the rents collected or a proportion of the capital amount 
managed. They get a fee for it. The same thing goes for 
the commercial buildings. 


(more) 


0 # 


* 


- 4 - 


At Los Alamos It Is even more troublesome in that 
besides handling the living and shopping areas the group 
there is charged with complete servicing of our technical 
and laboratory areas which, of course, are intimately con- 
nected with weapon research and experimentation. 

Apparently, despite some really terrific effort, we 
have been unable to explain that situation. The effect 
could be extremely serious. 

If I thought these fellows were being over-paid 
the first sign that I would expect would be to have willing 
contractors hanging around the building knowing that these 
contracts run out, some at the end of this year and some 
about June 1951, saying, "We want to be in line for the 
next one." To the best of my knowledge no contractor has 
ever shown up saying that he wanted to be considered for 
the contracts as they are now, let alone at a cut fee. 

I am afraid of what will happen if this rider goes 
into effect. The present contractors, of course, will either 
refuse to serve or they will serve out their time and sue 
in the Court of Claims for their deficiency in payment. 

At the end of that time those communities have got 
to run. They are set up as auxiliaries of perhaps the 
most important plants in this country, and they have got 
to be considered as plant facilities. The towns wouldn't 
be there unless the plants were there.. If the plants were 
taken away tomorrow It Is reasonably probable that the towns 
would disappear in a fairly short time. 

It is part of the arrangement to get good people, to 
keep them there, under reasonably good circumstances, so 
that they can bring up their families in surroundings as 
similar as possible to university and metropolitan towns 
where they ordinarily live. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, just to help us: Would any of 

your staff have the wording of that rider here? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I am sure It can be made available 

in two or three minutes. 

QUESTION: What have you to say as to the criticism 
of the transportation company payments at Oak Ridge? 

,(more) 
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COMMISSIONER PIKE: Frankly, I believe, when you ask 

a fellow to do a piece of business, he Is going to expect 
to ask a profit on that. It may be a profit on capital 
in a lump sum, or a saving In operation. 

This sort of thing, you can’t describe it or specify 
It veil enough to make it a lump sum job. I think a man 
is entitled to a prof it, to payment for his management. 

Remember, these people who operate for us, while the 
corporations are set up particularly for the job, are 
people who — in the case of Roane-Anderson, which operates 
at Oak Ridge, a subsidiary of Turner Construction Company, 
of New York — have some of their best men on this job, 
some full-time, some part-time. That company claims — and 
I 3 ee no reason to doubt their claim -- that they could put 
these people on other jobs and make more money on their 
time. 

In the case 'of the transportation company, as I 
remember it, that fee is not entirely gross profit. I 
remember that out of $90,000 paid to them for their fee, 
about $45,000 is taken up by salaries which the company 
itself pays. In the other contracts I believe they are 
completely reimbursed, so that the fees are net. 

QUESTION: I don't understand what you mean when you 

say the company pays $45,000. Am I right that that is 
money the government pays the company and the company pays it 
on to their employees? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: It is paying several people out 

of the fees, whereas in other cases the whole salaries are 
reimbursed and the fee is in addition. However, I had 
better not talk off the cuff on that. This is a matter 
where you would have to go into the details of the appro- 
priations hearing to make absolutely sure. 

QUESTION: As I remember the debate up there Friday, 

$90,000 — . 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: $90,000 was the gross fee. As I 

remember, in the case of the transportation company, out 
of its fee it pays several of the people who are on the 
job, and I think that takes up about half of it. I believe 
that the profit part of the fee is about half of the total 
fee. 


I will read from page 265 of House Resolution 7786, 

Report No. 1797, on union calendar 696, 8lst Congress, 2nd 
Session, 21 March 1950: 

" Provided further that no part of the 
foregoing appropriations of contract authori- 
zation shall be used In connection with the 
payment of any contractor or firm of contractors 
engaged under a cost-plus-fixed-fee contract or 
contracts at any Installation of the Commission 
where the fee for community management is at a 
rate in excess of $90,000 per annum, or for the 
operation of the transportation system where the 
fee is in excess of $45,000 per annum. 

In effect, the fee for management -- and remember 
this — I think here is where the misunderstanding *3; 

They say "community management”. X think they must still 
think that this is almost entirely municipal function. 

But let's pass that. 

The present fee is $180,000 at Oak Ridge.- At Los 
Alamos it Is 170-30 me thousand dollars, I believe. 

MR. TRAPNELL: $154,000 at Los Alamos. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Those are both limited to $90,000. 

QUESTION : While we are on that, is my memory right 

that at Hanford it is $1 a year? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't believe so. All the con- 

tracts for operation of the plant and the municipality are 
In the same one. It Is a no-net-profit contract with an 
overhead allowance which will be worked out by auditors 
at the expiration of the contract. 

QUESTION: I think that was stated in the House Friday. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That is practically it, but the 

community end Is part of the whole operation. There is no 
separate community contract at Hanford. 

We are afraid this will run into government operation 
which, as near as we could estimate, would cost at least a 
million dollars more than operation through private contractors. 

(more) 
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QUESTION: Is that a million dollars a year total or 

a million for each? 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: I can't say exactly. I would say 

it is conservative to say It would cost a million dollars 
total, plus -- the thing that always worries me — the almost 
certain empire “building bureaucracy that could go on tinder 
that kind of thing in direct government operation. Once 
you get into government operation then you have the pension 
schemes, the whole business of leave provisions, and you 
would have the matter of the clearances, which would be 
a tremendous initial expense. — Some of the people at 
Oak Ridge never get within 8 or 10 miles of the plant. 

The clearance procedure would be required if they became 
direct Commission employees, which Is not required as con- 
tractors* employees, not having access to restricted data. 

It would be pretty expensive, 

QUESTION: Couldn’t it be done by a separate government 

corporation? * 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: Maybe it could. If yQU could tell 

me how that would be any better than separate private opera- 
tion I will eat it. I think it could, probably, but remem- 
ber this: Those communities are plant auxiliaries. Unless 

those communities are so considered, as auxiliary and second- 
ary to the operation of those plants, which are extremely 
important to the welfare of this country, you miss the point 
completely: that everything in those communities must be 

subordinate and tied into the proper operation of those 
plants. That is the only reason for the communities' exist- 
ence, so to consider them off by themselves, it seems to 
me, is a cardinal error, and it may be the error that the 
House Appropriations Committee has made. 


QUESTION; Mr. Pike, in view Of some recent announce- 
ments on the reshuffling of the program, I don't understand 
what the state of the reactor development program Is, or what 
the current plans are, and how they have been changed. 

I wonder if someone could give me a brief review of 
what It Is now . and in what ways It ,has been changed. 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: Dr. Hafstad Is here. I think he 
can give it to you more accurately and probably more up to 
date. I have been away 'for a day. 


(more) 
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DR. HAFSTAD: The only one that has been changed 

appreciably since you last heard about it is the Schenectady 
operation. There has been a news release on that, as you 
know. Naming the reasons for the shift given, there are 
the increased work load for the Commission as a whole, and 
the fact that we needed additional help from the G.E, Company 
to carry on their heavy responsibilities at Hanford, That 
has already been released. I think there is nothing to add 
to that particular statement. If you could ask a few more 
specific questions, maybe I can find out what is bothering 
you . . 

QUESTION: As regards this ship or submarine reactor, 

I take it it is not contemplated that that would be a 
breeder type -- that is, it will be a consumer? 

DR. HAFSTAD: I believe it has been released before, 

but the G.E. Company was carrying on, simultaneously with 
the intermediate power breeder, a study on a naval ship re- 
actor. 1 

QUESTION: Is there any less emphasis now- — or is 

there any less emphasis foreseen — on the development of 
Industrial power from atomic energy than was the case nine 
months ago, before the Russian announcement? 

DR. HAFSTAD: I would say not. Any power reactor is 

a step in the direction of useful civilian power as well 
as military power. One could argue that a submarine reactor, 
specifically designed to produce really large amounts of 
power, would be at least as large a step in the direction 
of civilian power as the breeder. 

We have always said that the breeding was a long-term 
effort, looking far into the future and touching upon the 
long-term supply of fissionable material. So we are still 
interested In breeding; we are still interested in the long- 
term application of atomic energy to civilian power. 

QUE3TI0N : Will there be as much research emphasis on 

that, say In the next two years, as you planned to put on 
it one year ago? 

DR. HAFSTAD: I think the important point here is that 

the nation as a whole is short of the kind of manpower that 

(more) 




ve need in these atomic energy developments. We just 
haven’t got the manpower to do all of* these things simul- 
taneously* 

What the Commission has done is to look over the needs 
and the priorities/ and the assignments are made essentially 
in accord and with the priorities as they appear to the 
Commission. The answer to your question is No: you can't 

do all of these things simultaneously. 

QUESTION: Therefore, do I correctly infer that there 

is less manpower and effort currently in your projected 
plans going into industrial development than you foresaw 
a year ago? 

DR, HAFSTAD: It depends on just how you interpret 

industrial development. I would say the Intermediate power 
breeder — which I have referred to many times as being 
our direct attack pn that particular job, since it is 
used for power and breeding -- has been delayed for various 
reasons, and in this sense I think your statement is 
correct: there is less effort on that particular result. 

QUESTION: What are these various reasons — the ones 

you outlined previously? You say intermediate power has 
been delayed for various reasons. 

DR. HAFSTAD: I refer to the news release of April 14. 

QUESTION: Is there a target date on the development of 

a ship -- 


DR. HAFSTAD: No. That schedule has not yet been 

worked out. 

o ; : 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, it has been suggested, in connec- 
tion with the Fuchs case, that some pressure was brought to 
bear on the British authorities to permit the F.B.I, to 
interrogate Fuch3 in prison, and if such permission were 
hot given the exchange of information would be jeopardized. 
Would you say anything about that? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I have never heard It put quite „ 

that way. As a matter of fact, what I know about it largely 
comes from the newspapers, and a good deal of that is self- 
contradictory. As I catch it, it is pretty obvious that a 


man, say In a continuous course of treason running over 
6, 7, or maybe 8 or 9, years — it is probable that a 
fellow couldn*t, even with the best will in the world, con- 
fess it all in an interview or two. I suppose it is equally 
obvious that, with the fellow having apparently some little 
time on his hands in the future, he might be in a position 
to think of things that he hadn't brought up before. 

I would suggest that it would be perfectly normal 
that we would like to know any additional thoughts that 
might come to him under those circumstances. I don't know 
of any such rough and tumble argument as that. As I catch 
it, we have recently been — 1 say "we": we are not in 
the investigating business, thank goodness. I think there 
was a piece in the paper last week that the F.B.I. va3 to 
be allowed to talk to him. It sounds a little unusual to me, 
as though it may be off-brand of any kind of jurisprudence 
to let representatives of another country go into a man's 
cell and talk to him. I would suppose it took some doing. 

I don't know. I am speculating, as you would, 

QUESTION: The main point was whether or not any ■ 

pressure had been brought to bear on the British authorities 
in connection with the supply of atomic information if they 
refused permission to permit, interrogation. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't think so. I would think 

not. That sounds pretty far-fetched to me. 


QUESTION: Mr. Pike, in the recent semi-annual report 

of the Defense Department it was indicated that there are 
new types of atomic weapons and that those weapons are being 
applied in new ways. Can you describe or tell us something 
about the tactical use of atomic weapons? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I think that is a thing that 

should be commented on by the boys who brought it out. 

We are manufacturers, not users. 

QUESTION: The AEG is the primary source of information 

of that sort. - 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: It didn't seem so recently. You 

didn't read that in our reports. 

QUESTION: Wa 3 that report cleared with the AEC before 
it was released? 
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COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don’t think they have to do that. 

QUESTION: They give us the Impression over there that 

any time we ask questions about atomic energy we are always 
referred to the Atomic Energy Commission. And they tell 
us that everything they do must first come or be approved 
over here. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know. Maybe somebody 

else can answer that. I f m left completely blank. But I 
really think that obviously, as you know, the way the law 
sets it up, we dream up some of these gadgets and do research, 
and experimentation work, and work very closely with the 
military. Under the Act on Presidential authorization it 
can be turned over to them. But they are the users. They 
are the tactical and strategic end. They are the boys who 
made this announcement. As to whether it is cleared with 
us, I haven't the slightest idea. I don't know what the 
technique is. - 

QUESTION: Could we find out about that? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: . I guess so. But you really ought 
to go to the fellows who made the announcement. It seems 
to me If they made the announcement public they might say, 
"That is all ve care to say." They may be the fellows. 

It seems to me, who should elaborate their own statement. 

QUESTION: Did they overstep their authority in making 

such announcements? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I'm no authority on that, either* 

QUESTION: By your own words you imply that you knew 

nothing about it, and that you were somewhat surprised to 
see the material that appeared in print. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know whether you are right 

in drawing that implication or not. 

QUESTION: Are they not bound by the same restrictions 

under the Act in releasing information regarding atomic 
weapons? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I suppose so. Now you are getting 

me into a lawyer's function. Joe Volpe maybe can help on 
that. I'm not a lawyer. 

^(more) 


MR. VOLPE: The Act applies to everyone. 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: Including you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Volpe, did they, in your opinion, 

overstep their authority in that regard? 

MR. VOLPE: Whether they overstepped their authority 

depends on what information could he released or should he 
released on weapons. I just don't know anything about that. 

QUESTION: Who does? 

MR, VOLPE: I really don't know whether they cleared 

this with the Commission. There is a representative here 
from the Division of Military Application who might he able 
to answer that. 

COLONEL COINER: I can't -answer that. 


QUESTION: Isn't this the first time that any informa- 

tion on atomic weapons has come from a source other than 
the Commission? 


COMMISSIONER PIKE: Oh, no. I have a vague memory of 

previous annual reports -- maybe semiannual reports of 
Defense — which have said something. I would have to get , 
them out to refresh my memory on that. It does seem to me 
that we not being the users, aren't the proper fellows to 
comment on that kind of statement which definitely 3poke 
of methods of use. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, can you or anyone comment on 

Admiral Sherman's testimony before the House Armed Services 
Committee which indicated, according to Harold Hinton s 
story, that he expected an atomic -powered submarine 
1952? It seems to me that that is something that is within 
your purview. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I would guess he sounded to me 

like a little bit of an optimist. 

QUESTION: How much of an optimist? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That I don’t know. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Pike, I vould like to go back to the 

Dr. Fuchs thing for a moment. At the time that Dave 
Lilienthal left the Commission, one of your own security 
officers expressed the very warmest interest in questioning 
Dr. Fuchs, and rather warm resentment that American representa- 
tives had not been permitted to question him. Was he talking 
out of turn? We have two impressions here, one of legal 
arms-length business and then privately a situation of 
considerable anxiety to, as I get the expression, to beat 
it out of him. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Was this made in a press conference? 

I take it not. 

QUESTION: No, it wasn't. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I can understand both attitudes. 

The bird-dog, the investigator, the man who really wants 
to tie a case up -* I don't know if you have ever worked 
a police beat, but you ore pretty familiar with the tendency 
in some of the investigative groups to sort of take short 
cuts and not touch second and third possibly when they want 
to get some dope. I would say that that would be almost 
a normal attitude, a little over- stressed, the way you 
quoted it. 

QUESTION: Also on a police beat you note certain 

differences between the official and actual attitudes. I 
am wondering whether there weren't two attitudes in this 
case. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That is what I am trying to get 

at. Normally a fellow who wants to do a job is inclined 
to be a little impatient with the legal and customary 
restrictions, whereas the fellows, let's say, who perhaps .||p 
think ahead of the particular job to be done are more apt 
to be willing to go through channels and recognize diffi- 
culties and let's say protocol to be observed. I would 
think it vould be perfectly normal. I don't know what in- 
stance you are referring to. But this seems to me to re- 
flect the difference in jobs that people have to do. I 
remember we had on the SEC, in hunting around on security 
violations, some of the boys over there who were a little 
impatient about the necessity for going up and getting 
warrants and so forth. I remember one case where a fellow 
just went in and visited an office, one of our clients, 

(more) 
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let's say, and he was Just going In there as anybody had a 
right to do to Inquire about a security investment. One 
of the partners saw him coming and wasn't quite sure what 
he came for. He vent out through the back toilet window 
and went down three stories, to the considerable detriment 
of all concerned. 

I personally was quite impatient with that investigative 
group. I think that is very likely what happened here. 

QUESTION: Is the Atomic Energy Commission interested 

in participating in the questioning of Fuchs? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't think so. We are certainly 

interested in the results. 

QUESTION: You are not interested in having anyone 

attached to the Commission participate in the questioning? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't think that is our function. 

By statute investigation matters are handled by the FBI, 
where you have an investigative unit already set up, 

QUESTION: ^Is the FBI competent to get the full meaning 
( _nut of whatever testimony Fuchs might give them? . 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I would think they would realize 

any place where they were not completely competent, and 
would probably get briefed on it. 

QUESTION: Do you have anybody over there now with the 

FBI people? - 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know, frankly. If I did, 

I probably should not want to say. If there was a fellow 
there I wouldn't like to s ay that. 

QUESTION: I would like to nail down definitely this 

weapons thing. Are we to understand that the Commission does 
not know whether or not the military have overstepped their 
authority in making these announcements regarding atomic 
weapons? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Frankly, I wasn't prepared; I had 

not looked Into this, really. I don't suppose he did. Cer- 
tainly we would be the first ones to holler here. I don't 
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believe ve have done any hollering. All I am saying is 
that what they are talking about there is use, and use is 
their business, and they are the ones who could legitimately 
comment on it. I don't believe they overstepped their bounds 

QUESTION: Aren't you fully avare of the use for which 

you are making these weapons? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: In general, yes, but In complete 

detail, probably not. I could think, for instance, of manu- 
facturers of shells. They might know, In general, whether 
they are doing something for complete armor-piercing or for 
personnel, or for certain kinds of — put it this way: the 

man who makes shells might not know exactly the kind of fuse 
to be put into the nose of the thing, which might he for a 
different purpose. You would certainly have an idea, in 
general, but you wouldn't have the competence of comment that 
the fellow who was going to use them and who put in the order 
for them would hav,e . 

QUESTION: You mean that you can make atomic weapons 

and they can apply some other gadget to it 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know. That carries a sort 

of over- inference. But certainly I would not say that here 
is this atomic weapon, and we have orders to turn it over, 
and that we would then know exactly what it was going to he 
used for and why. I would think our province stopped right 
there. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, can you tell us whether any atomic 

weapons have been turned over to. the military? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I can't, I am sorry. 

QUESTION: The military spoke of a variety of atomic 

weapons. Are you making a variety of atomic weapons? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: If you will let me stop right there 

I will say Yes. I can't comment any further. 

QUESTION: This has been going on for some time, and 

nobody has yet mentioned the hydrogen bomb. ' 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: This is a record of some kind. 
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QUESTION i Ever since Dr, Bacher made his famous speech 
there has been a new kind of speculation going on. One is that 
we are not making any determined effort to develop the thing, 
that It is still research and drawing-board stuff. Would you 
say we are making a determined effort to develop it? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: This is one of the most difficult . 

things, I think you will appreciate, to comment on in such 
a way that it will be informative to us and not informative 
to somebody else. I do think the,t comments on scale and rate 
of effort are completely off the reservation, . 

QUESTION: Can you answer this question, Mr. Pike, in 

connection with the hydrogen bomb: Do you have any rough 

estimates as to how much of that work is going to be done 
directly by the Commission, or Commission Installations, and 
how much will be farmed out to industry? Would it be a 
50-50 proposition, or 90-10? 

COMMISSIONER' PIKE: Of course, as you know, in one way 

this is all farmed out, in the sense that it is contracted. 

QUESTION: I am exempting the contractors like G. E. 

and the universities, and that sort of thing. What about the 
little machine tool outfit in Hartford, Connecticut? Will 
they make any special screws for it? That is what I am 
getting at, 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: . I don't believe I had better go 
into that. In the first place, I probably don’t know very 
much at this point. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, you say that comments on rate and 

scale are completely off the reservation. Could you say, in 
general, whether or not progress is being made toward the 
development of the hydrogen bomb? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I think that is right in the laps 

of the gods. If you had said "efforts" I could answer Yes, 
but the answer to the question about progress will probably 
be given when one goes bang or doesn't. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, can you tell us whether the tests 

on Eniwetok have been held yet, or when they will be? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: No, sir. 
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QUESTION: They have not been held yet? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I answered your question exactly. 

I can't tell you about either of them. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, will the ousting of Joliot Curie 
In Prance, as far as you people are concerned, have any 
effect on our atomic relations with the French? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: We are not a State Department. I 

am afraid I would have to go off the record here. Let me 
take one sentence off the record with you. I don't think 
It will bother you any. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, could you say whether or not any 

British scientists have been consulted about the development 
of the hydrogen bomb? 

COMMISSIONER; PIKE: I don't believe I could, really. 

QUESTION: Is there any comment from the Commission on 

this -- what I think is the most recently proposed amendment" 
to the atomic energy act, the one which takes care of Mr. 
Wilson's term, the patent section, salaries? I assume you 
are for the salary provision. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I look favorably on any salary 

increase that involves me, of course. We did not dream that 
one up. We did bring up the Item on the patent thing, be- 
cause it is a sort of technicality there that everybody 
realizes ought to be cleared. 

QUESTION: You have already testified on that, I under- 

stand. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I think we have, yes. We brought 

it up and we are in favor of it. The other one: I don't 

know whether it is fitting for me to comment on It or not. 

QUESTION: I assume the Joint Committee, sometime or 

other, will ask the Commission to appear and testify on that. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: One would hope so* 

QUESTION: I am trying to anticipate. 
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COMMISSIONER PIKE: There is one point; — I guess I 

will say it — I don’t like very much the idea of less than 
6o days before the date of changing the term of the General 
Manager from an indefinite term to a cut-off date at the end 
of June — it may have been an oversight — but it strikes 
me as being definitely bad in theory, and very very bad 
in practice. 

QUESTION: What is that? I missed it; I am sorry. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: This bill that was put in two or 

three weeks ago provides for three things; (1) to clear 
patent technicalities for people on the General Advisory Com- 
mittee; the other one, to give us a lot more money — gross 

V at least; and the other one to change the term of the General 
Manager from a sort of indefinite to a three-year term, with 
the present term ending June 30 of this year. This I think 
is pretty bad. 

COMMISSIONER DEAN: They all end on June 30. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That is true, but we knew It 23 months 
ago. This bill would mean a real change in the law. 

QUESTION: Has the Commission taken a vote on the issue 

Of that particular part of the bill? . 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don’t think it has. This is just 
a personal reaction of my own. I talked off the cuff there. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, I noticed the release here for 

Friday, April 14, in connection with the submarine unit. 

Your remarks about that earlier, I assume, can be released 
now — not thi3 release but what you said about submarine 
propulsion is for release now? I am sorry; I am a month off. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: On the question of consulting on 

the hydrogen bomb, obviously we haven't consulted with the 
British on this matter of the hydrogen bomb. Frankly, I was 
probably being a little bit cagey on that. But you know 
under this present Act we have not. 

QUESTION: Why do you say "obviously we haven’t?" 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Because you will remember, the agree- 

ment last year between us, the State Department, Defense, the 
Joint Committee and so forth, that we would go no farther than 
the existing arrangements in interchanging information without 
complete agreement. -■* 
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QUESTION: Would It be considered interchanging in- 

formation if you tried to milk a British scientist of some- 
thing that he might know that would help you? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know. I am not a member of 

the scientific fraternity. 

QUESTION: If you gave a cigarette in return or some- 

thing like that? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: There was a time when you could say 

that if you had three or four scientists and you had three 
or four bottles of beer, you either had a new reactor or a 
new bomb come out of the evening. Scientists like to talk 
and drink beer, I guess. 

QUESTION: Getting back to ship reactors, you made a 

speech last night — and I read a news item which quoted you 
as saying that first land-based prototypes will be completed 
this year. i 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That was bad reporting. I didn't 

say that, although I hate to say I was misquoted. You mean 
when I was talking at Greensboro, North Carolina? 

QUESTION: Yes. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: What I did say is that we hoped 

construction on one of them might start late this year or 
early next, and that the other one would probably be some- 
what slower, and that construction on it would be completed 
in a year to 18 months after we started. 

QUESTION: I thought that was probably It. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: The boy who was reporting that had . 

a terribly tough deadline and ran out before I got through 
with my line of mixed corn and ham, so perhaps he was hurried 
a little bit. ‘ 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, is there anything either within 

the Commission or on the Hill about reorganizing the Com- 
mission Itself to either streamline it or simplify its 
operations? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't know. I think perhaps the 

first thing we ought to do is to get a full Commission. That 


is not In our hands. Then perhaps we ought to have some 
life to look forward to. We have seven weeks, I think, now, 
before our terms run out. 

Certainly the hoys may he dreaming up some overall 
recommendations* I don't know about them. I suggest that 
no such thing as that is going on, 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, what will the Commission's atti- 

tude he if the United Electrical Workers wins the bargaining 
elections, that is, become bargaining agents at the GE plants 
of the Commission. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Just what it has been. They can't 

have any organization in the area where we operate, and they 
can exercise no disciplinary action over our employees. That 
doesn't mean, as you know, that a UE member can not work 
there, after he has been investigated and has a thorough 
clearance, but there can be no union organization within that 
shop. * 


QUESTION: You mean no union at all? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I mean no UE. That was your ques- 

tion, I believe. 

QUESTION: Yes, it was. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, on the variety of weapons, you 

asked to stop there. There is one question. Disregarding 
the possible use of radio-active materials, could you say 
whether there is any atomic weapon that is not correctly 
described as a bomb? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I don't think I can. The minute we 

get over in the other fellow's territory -- no, I don't 
think I had better. What worries me is that in the last 
several months, since the television leak, If you want to 
describe it as that, there has been a great tendency to talk 
more and more, of getting closer to the techniques of weapons. 

We have to remember that the weapons' use and so forth 
range in the top-most of top secret ,iust as the rate and 
scale and stockpile and so forth. So long as that is the 
attitude, I had better not talk abouc it. 

QUESTION: In view of the fact that just about a year 

ago there was considerable talk in the Commission that a 
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large part of Its staff vas tied up on the Hill Instead of 
making tombs, can you tell us whether the production is better 
today than it vas a year ago? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Frankly, I felt pretty proud of this 

organization. After two or three months of pulling the 
staff back and forth from here to the Hill and from the out- 
lying centers to Washington and back again, so that they were 
obviously disturbed, I see no tangible effort of a letdown* 

I think it is a surprisingly good organization. I used to have 
to appraise corporate organizations for investment purposes 
and I have seen many a corporate organization that had 25 or 50 
years to build up that couldn’t have stood up as veil under a 
series of troublesome incidents like that, as this one has. 

I had better not do any measuring, but the effect, the 
deleterious effects are nowhere near vhat a vivid Imagination, 
even my own limited imagination, would have expected. I vent 
around In the fall with the Idea of sort of patting people 
on the back and lending my shoulder for a little crying spell 
here and there in case anything like that would be going on. 

I had only been out three or four days until I found that the 
boys were needling me, trying to cheer me up. So I thought 
that I need not have taken the trip. It vas very, very en- 
couraging. This is a good operating organization. 

QUESTION: Do I gather from that that there vas no Im- 

portant or appreciable sag in your operations? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: That is the way it seems to me. I 

think it Is very, very good. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, has It ever occurred to the 

organization to make an estimate of vhat it would look like 
or how much it would coat per year if ve were not making 
atomic weapons? . ■ •• : ; - 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: No, I don't believe that would he 

very fruitful. If you look at our budget figures, you will 
find that our principal expense is in making fissionable 
material. My own guess is that ve would be making fissionable 
material for future power use anyway. And as you know, the 
swing from one to the other and back again Is always perfectly 
feasible. Obviously, there would be some things directly ap- 
plied to weapon gadgetry that would not be spent, but it 
wouldn't be anywhere near the large proportion a fellow would 
think. It Is one of those iffy questions that would bother 


the deuce out of me. An almost completely different 
atmosphere would have to obtain In order for that to be 
a serious question. I have real trouble in putting myself 
in that frame of mind. 

QUESTION: Since there seems to be no industrial in- 

terest in the production of atomic power, and — 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I think that is a false premise. 

You might be interested, for instance: Several of us were 

with a group of industrial research people in Westchester 
County two or three weeks ago. I think there were about 120 
representatives of our foremost American companies which have 
research laboratories from medium-size to very big. 

During one of the talks, one of the members of this 
group said, "Two years ago, I think it was, we were together, 
and of the 100 and some of us here only three of U3 were 
making any use of atomic energy, I would like to know how 
many now are making any use of it." About 55 or 60 hands 
went up. 

Of course, this referred more particularly to the use 
of radioactive isotopes, the elements, the atoms. But the 
interest is there. But let's be clear on thiB. on this power 
thing all previous advances, major advances of power, have 
hit such inefficient competition that they have immediately 
gone to work and made a profit for their users. This went to 
steam, to electricity, to automotive power on the roads, and 
perhaps in the air. 

d?o get the kind of power that we have been talking about, 
which is the usual thing which sticks in the public mind, you 
won’t have anything that is of any practical use until you 
have got something that is as good as or better than what Is 
already the most efficient and cheapest power producing 
mechanism in the world, and I think, in general, we have the 
cheapest power. Perhaps some people have a little better hydro 
job here and there, but overall, we have the cheapest power 
in the world. 

So that no company, no matter how interested It is, can 
afford to spend its own money — especially when you are 
thinking in volumes of 20 million dollars to 40 million dollars 
for experiments -- as Investments at this time on these 
experiments. 
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Obviously however, In the overall Interest of the 
American people it has got to he done. You have to go through 
this period to see whether you can answer these questions or 
not. I think it would he important to come out with a final 
answer that you couldn't do it. It wouldn't he a very 
pleasant thing. If we can't do it, prohahly nohody else can. 
Let's say a man was going to put a power plant in St. Louis, 
Missouri. He can say, "I am looking at coal, oil, gas; I am 
looking at steam turbines, or some other thing, and -in there 
I am putting as a possible competitor atomic energy. Until 
he can say that, "that necessarily or naturally falls in there, 
among the competitors that I am going to ask to get at this 
thing," you haven't got what you could call investment, in 
the American sense, in a competitive profit-making job. A 
corporation would be a fool to do it, and a government would 
be a fool not to do it, to get somehow over the hump and not 
first to see if we can't get something that is just fair, to 
make it stand up and go around, but something that will stand 
up with other methods of making power. 

Here's where you are fortunate, as you often are, in 
having a special kind of use where the cost of the power isn't 
a major factor, like this Navy thing. 

They can try it out In service and stand a high cost in 
order to obtain other objectives that seem important to them. 

QUESTION: You don't suggest that you are going to get 

a sort of economic test out of the ship reactor. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: No. But I do say that you will have 

something for actual use in the hands of a customer and you 
might answer questions somewhat . earlier, whereas otherwise it. 
would take a lot longer. As you know, the automobile companies 
very naively thought for many, many years that they could 
subject new models to harder tests than their customers, and 
they find every year that they are wrong. The customer is 
the final fellow who tells you whether you have a good design 
or not. That is another reason I say we are lucky to have a 
customer, to get one of these out, say in a submarine, and 
after four or five trips around I'll bet that they will come 
up with some things that the designers hadn't thought of and 
couldn't possibly have thought of until it had gone into 
actual use. That is what I'm driving at. 


(more) 
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QUESTION: Vhat I was trying to get to was that If 
atomic bombs are outlawed, there would still be need, or an 
apparent need, for a large atomic energy operation in this 
country? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I would think so, yes. That would 

be my belief* 

QUESTION: Do you have any comment at all on Dr. Bacher's 

assertion In his well known speech that when manufacturers 
were charged with making an H-Bomb, It called for a sacrifice 
in the manufacture of fissionable material? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Dr. Bacher is a scientist. I would 

hate to tangle on that ground. Maybe Harry Smyth can feel 
more equal to the occasion. 

COMMISSIONER SMYTH: . Let me see how I can put it. I 
think Dr. Bacher, in his speech, outlines the basis for his 
conclusion, doesn't he? 

QUESTION: That Is right. He takes neutrcjns either way. 

If you use them for tritium you haven't got them for fissionable 
material. And you can't use the tritium for power. 

COMMISSIONER SMYTH: I would say Dr. Bacher's speech 

was self-contained, so to speak, and I wouldn't want to improve, 
on it. 

QUESTION: You mean you are not saying whether or not he 

is correct or not? 

COMMISSIONER SMYTH: I think my comment was a sufficient 

one. 

QUESTION: The mere fact that one has priority over the 

other one would indicate that one is suffering over the other. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: I'm glad you are taking this one. 

QUESTION: You say it Is self-contained. That doesn't 

answer the question as to whether or not he Is correct or not. 

COMMISSIONER SMYTH: Mr. Pike- already suggested that 

Dr. Bacher is a fairly competent man in this field. 

QUESTION: Can Dr. Smyth, or anyone else, give us any 

progress report on those hornets in Brookhaven that were supposed 
to concentrate the barium that was floating around? 
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COMMISSIONER SMYTH; I am afraid that I can't. I had 
forgotten all about the hornets, to tell you the truth. I am 
dealing with some other kind of hornets. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE; I guess they do concentrate the barium. 
I don't know yet what It is to prove. 

QUESTION; I read your report, that is why I asked the 
question. 

COMMISSIONER PIKE; It Is an interesting fact. Whatever 
it means, I don't know. Maybe Gordon knows. 

COMMISSIONER DEAN: I understand they are using them. 

That Is all I know. ' • 

COMMISSIONER SMYTH; I haven't been up to Brookhaven 
3ince the Joint Cdmmission. 

QUESTION: Mr. Pike, some time ago on a radio interview 

you used the word "probable" in connection with the hydrogen 
bomb. Today you say it is in the lap of the gods. Does that 
represent a change in your 

COMMISSIONER PIKE;' No. "Probable" represents more sense', 
perhaps some greater sense of responsibility, in my thinking. 

QUESTION: I 3 "probable" too strong a word now? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE; Somewhere between "probable" and 
"possible." 

COMMISSIONER DEAN; When you said it was in the lap of 
the gods, you didn't try to deify the Commission, did you? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE; No, sir, I certainly didn't want to 
put us in that position. I was trying really to interpret 
to myself the reaction of various scientists of great eminence 
who know something about this thing. I think you will remember 
Mr. Millikan's comment about one in a hundred. Perhaps on the 
other end of the scale is a fellow perhaps not equal in 
historical eminence. I would interpret his guess as say three 
out of four. Some other people would say fifty-fifty. I am 
trying somewhere to get a consensus. I would say somewhere 
between "probable" and "possible" is the best I can come to It. 


(more) 
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QUESTION: Mr. Pike, I didn't get that. What were you 

saying? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Somewhere "between "probable" and 

"possible" is about what it seems to me. 

QUESTION: Of what? 

COMMISSIONER PIKE: Of success on the hydrogen bomb. 

QUESTION: Thank you very much. 

(Thereupon at 11:08 a.m* the press conference closed.) 
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Office • united si 9^ Government 


Director, JBI 


datbs May 12, 1950 


' prom : SAC, New York T \ I 

. SUBJECT: 9)0013* . £ 

2SPIQNA62-B D FClASi,rY 0* ^ 

The foil owing information, obtained ae a result of the physical 
surveillance made on yOS^Hj^QLltoOBBINS, Was, is being eubmittad to the 
Bureau as a matter of interest. in 

On 4/16/50, a Sunday, BOBBINS and his wife mat an unidentified man 
and woman on the southwest corner of Central Park West and Central Park South 
(Columbus Circle, New York). ROBBINS and his wife chatted with this couple 
for a few minutes after what appeared to be a casual meeting. The woman 
somewhat resembled Mrs. BOBBINS and may hare been her sister or other relative. 

« , A surveillance on the unidentified man revealed that he proceeded by 

subway to the address 56-66 Rockavay Parkway, Brooklyn, an apartment building. 

A discreet, inquiry at that address revealed that ROBBINS' contact probably was 
Dr. H. J^ffiSEJPIELD, an optician, with an office at 5 Sutter Avenue, Brooklyn. 
The New York indices are negative on Q BEEH JIBLD, 9 

101 P v ^ 4 / 28 /j°* a ? 5 lda y. ROBBINS left work shortly after 5:30 F.M. at 
101 Park Avenue and was observed to meet his wife outside the building. They 
proceeded directly by subway to the address 2530 Holland Avenue, Bronx, which 
hi w?? In talking from the subway to that address, BOBBINS ahd 

location o? ^ a^ 7 mieht * e unfaDillar w ^ th the neighborhood and the 

in the ?° H ?lf nd Aveaue * Since t« a large apartment house, and 

^ BC ! etlon * R0BBIKS and his Wife were not followed In £ 

has not tSV^V h V d ! n ? U £ ° f th ° perBOn or P« r aons with whom they visited 
has not been determined to date. The New York Office will eontimta t« x. , _ , ‘ 

JS ° 0n *" 0 * ^ S0B3I!,S »»tt that address er anylettef to 

fr °” that ““«*■ ‘ w '* »<«1* Identify the period with whom hTwas lntouch.„ 

la-ft th t ^ Sa ^ urd fy» 5/6/50, while under surveillance, BCBBnJS^and 1 his Gif a ' ' ^ 

0perator advised that°after RQBBINS^d^is III** *! 

o f J tte J 0illoa Square Ontical Service Ina th* hl ® " ife antered tj^flffficee 

eidered uauenad. to.it. the fact J 

;4msk.»>A8it>vA/ „ 


Exempt from GJS/o^egot y g. 
Dste of De<dsMUicaUon Wetote 

RECORDED - 88 i fsTzJftfWW: 


MiiyAJ „ 

aSs m 



Letter to Director 
NT 65-15136 


v 


JOP^QRET 


stated that a Tew minutes after ROBBINS and his wife had entered there, three 
other individuals whoa he neither described nor identified, entered the office 
after which the door wae again locked. After leaving this address BOBBIN'S and 
his wife proceeded hone and at the subway station near their hone BOBBINS was 
observed to buy a copy of the "Worker." 


The above information constitutes the only additional activity of 
BOBBINS not heretofore reported which has been developed as a result of 
physical surveillances. It is noted that other than his membership in the 
IWO, his signing of the SCHaPPES petition and his obtaining of signatures 
for CACCHIONE, BOBBINS was not known to engage directly in any Communist 
activity. It would now appear, however, that In addition to the afore- 
mentioned activities, BOBBINS may now be engaged in Party activities and 
particularly hie association with the Union Square Optical Service, Inc., 
would at least stren* " 
unknown subject. Was 


.bllity of his being identical with the 

fr iCRIT 


CbYi) 
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ilfat rl W . UNITED Si^ GOV&LNMENT 


, Director, *BI 
jifoM i SJLO* Haw Tork 

Qoocasi 

X3P101U.0X - & 


u 


datb: Kay 10, 1950 

61761 




. . In connection with a review of the activities of JVUt^flbRGEim. Was. 

IBmiTAL SECimiTT-O, it ie noted a highly confident,!^ informant advised the 
«ev Tork Office that EDECHIEH vae acquainted with r dd¥-ABHAEAM SttlWLER whose 
description, ae furnished in Philadelphia, letter of 1/9/47 in the KDECHIBB 
case, Is as follows: 


J 7B1SC11Z#£//D&f'~ 
SB, horn 5/5/41 


33 (horn 8/19/16) 
lew Tork City 
5'9» 

170 lbs, 

Bine 
Black 
Sallow 
Chemist 

Harried, wife 1. 

PAUL M. ENDLEB, WM 
SHEILA XHDLER, horn 5/14/45 
1940 - Prankford Arsenal 
Philadelphia, Pa, 

1942 - A. Mazie 4 Son 

140 South 8th Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

3/ 43 - Baval Ordnance Laboratory 
Bavy Tard 
Washington, D,0. 

6/43 - Bethlehem fair child Shipyard 
Baltimore, Haryland 
8/44 — Consol i dated Machine & 

Design Company, Inc, 

? 9 last 59th Street 

Bev Tork, B.Y^ 

** J* requested that the Bal timore and Washington yield Offices 
Sn £ Photographs of MELEE at the above employment. and forward 
. *" * ln 0r4er thA * *« «W*IW to 


* •■»«» w vrt-^ 


Age: 

Place of Birth: 
Height: 

Wsltfitl 

Byes; 

Hair: 

Conqilsxion: 
Occupation: 
Marital Status: 
Children: ; 

Past Employments: 


S-fffl 


Cs 


o - Baltimore 

- Boston 
-Philadelphia 

- Washington Held 


JSM;IN 

65-15136 


■t 




% 

\ 


V 


, ipS-SSgKZ' 1 **' 





rOTJU CF 1WESH6M1CN 
U. S. OCPATTHEMT OF iUSUK 

C«HK WTIQHS SttTJtaV 

APR2819O0 r* 


; ; ^ TE lETYPE ^ V N * /( 

• , X** v ALL ^INFORMATION CONTAINED 

conf 2 stations HEREIN IS XX wS i i : i ED i , 

9 DATE . BV 3 c»fekiir 

WASHINGTON 9 AND NEW YORK' 3 FROM BOSTON 28 J 3 


CONF 2 STATIONS 



IRECTOR AND SAC 




^FOOCASE, ESP-R. FOLLOWING PHOTpS EXHIBITED ROBERT^HEINEMAN APRIL 
TWENTYSIX WITH NO IDENTIFICATIONS EFFECTED . BARNETT F J^ODGE, -XL 
■MIKHAIL SERGEEVICH^AVILOV, IVAN VAS ILIEVIC^CANIN. jIOSE£H_MlLTg^f6ERN * 
STEIN, WAS., tfENRY PAUL^ALMUS, TONY H. R^KYRME, fcNNETtf DAVID ' 
Y nICKQLS . ALFREPjfelERLS, ELIZABETH MARIA^EIERLS, H EINRIC^ EIERLS, 

/ X . V J. - X 


RUDOLF E.^EIERLS, ALEXA NDXRj^VENCHA NSKY , I^LIAf^VENCHANsW, JflVM 

g lNSKY, DANIEL#^VENCHANSKY, THOMA^WAN, WAS., StKOL AX 7vANOVICH 
i, ALEKSANDER F^ORISOV, PAVEL MEFODIEVIC^VIRSKI, jTlKOLAt 
/ICH^ANOV, VALENTIN EFIMOVIC^TOLSTIKOV, ALEXAND ER ANDREEVIC ^, 
,EONID MIKHAIL OVICft&NDREEV , . HENRY M .^TEINFELD, CONRAD^ONGMIRE. 
&THU^IGKTMAN, JAC^REENFIELD, JAMES J^OBBIN, JERGE^IKOLAEVICH,' 
SERGUEI NIKOLAEVICH^STAROSTIN, HANS^GAFFRON, DR. DONALD RANDOLPH C 


fCKARLES, ALSO FOLLOWING NUMBER PHOTOS RECEIVED FROM NYC 'WITH COVER LET 

r ^ ‘ •• 

DATE INDICATED,j:i|^ DASH APRIL ELEVEN^ - ONE HUNDRED TORTfSll DASH ; 
APRIL THIRTEE^ O^lRJNDRED EIGHn^SH APRIL FOURTEE^, T<I^^NDRED 
TWENTYSIX DASH APRIL SEVEN TEE N^ TWO HUNDRED FORTYSIX DASH APRIL > 


END OF PAGE ONE 


Dfisx&axso 


® I OfL ~~ If 


MAY 16 1956 
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PAGE TWO " ' " ' ' ' • 

NINETEEN^ ALL CURRENT YEAR. ON APRIL TWENTYSEVEN DR. ROLLINS K. 
y ^ADLEY ADVISED KRlSTEL^felNEMAN SHOWS SIGNS OF RECUPERATION UNDER 
PERSONAL AND CONTINUED TREATMENT BY DR. EARL jt^HtiLT. HADLEY STATED 


THAT IT WOULD BE BENEFICIAL TO OUR EFFORTS AND HIS IF WE DISCONTINUED 
INTERVIEWS WITH KRISTEL HEINE MAN PRO TEM, HADLEY STATES IF IMPROVEMENT 
CONTINUES IN NEXT TWO WEEKS AS IN PAST WEEK, A PRODUCTIVE INTERVIEW 

Should be had on may eleven next, hadley stated if we desired INTER- 
VIEW EARLIER BECAUSE of SOME SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES, IT COULD BE HAD. 
WHILE PRESENT TREATMENT IS BEING GIVEN, SHE IS ALLOWED NO VISITORS. 
HADLEY REITERATED PREVIOUS STATEMENT THAT BUREAU INTERVIEWS THUS FAR 
HAVE NOT IMPEDED OR RETARTED RECOVERY. INVESTIGATION CONTINUING. 

SOUCY .”•/ '/f' Vfl ' ’ / " • * " 

COR PAGE 1 LINE 7 2ND WD SHOULD BE "DANIEL* 

END •; , •••• • "Jfr: X. . ... 

A IN 0 PLS ' & •- • ^ , 

WA BS R 9 W A 

OT BS R-3 NYC 




D ISC PLS 













toNfj#riM 


£ lip. 

NUMBER 4.75 FROM SIS NUMBER 8 >$^' 

TAffCTT^T^950 AT L0ND0N7 ENGLAND, RECEIVED VIA Tttt&r&Tg^ 

DEPARTMENT* *.**- 

URCENT m.ZZ 

&OOCASE. RE MY TELEPHONE CALL TO BUREAU ON MAY 9* AS OF 
O'CLOCK TONIGHT ONLY QUESTIONS IN HOUSE OF COMMONS RE THIS-SASE- 
WERE CONCERNING CANADIAN ASPECT. QUESTIONS RE F.B.I. HAVE NOT 
BEEH PUT FORWARD AS YET. \)^\f 

RECEIVED 5-11~50 4:E2 P.M. LL 

\-z<vn 


CLASSIFIED BY: OeSZAOl 
DECLASSIFY OR: OJDR 




ALUWFORMATJON CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS Ufi! CLASSIFIED 

. S£ST,& , C rRS 

OTHERVkiiu *■ 


l 
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ce Memo, Jviim • united st. — ~ .dvernment 





Director, FBI 


©ATBi May U, 1950 


01762 



. SAC, IndianapoliaWi 1RF0&OTKW COiiTAiSEfi 

.Qoocask. 

ESPIONAGE - a BHEJA!L tT7. 

Helot from New Tork dated May 5, 1950. -.’I'* . . . A, . • • . ; . 

.Mr. WILLIAM LOWEKT, Executive Secretary of the Hammond, Indiana . 
Chamber of Commerce, adriaed that GEORGE VvptAIMGREN was vice president 
of the Graver Tank Company , East Chicago, 1 Indiana several years ago*’ . 

/ He “is not presently connected with the company at East Chicago bat •; ^ 
LOWEST is of the opinion that he is connected with the company at its 
office in Chicago, Illinois, located at 322 South Michigan Avenue. • 
LOWEST stated that MALMGBES never lived in Indiana and it was his opinion 
that he resided in Chicago. It is noted that there is a GEORGE V. 

KAIMGREN residing at 10323 South Bell, -Chicago, Illinois. --vl ’ \ . \:'%Z 

Since MAIMGREN never resided in Indiana and is now probably employed 
; in Chicago, it is suggested that the Chicago Office cover the lead eel 
forth in the New Terk lettar.-^V • ••> .-: A 

The directories in Gary, East Chicago, Whiting and Hammond, Indiana, 
do not mention a lawyer by the name of PRAGER. Since this man was 
reported to be a patent attorney, the Mart indale-Hubbel Law Directory 
y was reviewed. It is noted that in the 1950 edition the name BENJAMIN 
y^RA GES ie listed. He was born in 1907, was graduated from the school - •. 
oT law, Dickinson College, Carlisle, Pennsylvania, and practices at 
the Chandler Building, Washington, D. C. This individual is possibly 
the PRAGER who was the patent attorney fco^Graver Tank Company. D » f - ; 

A's-S-S ; t A VS., A V C/ 

CWGtnlk v> ••• - v.. ‘ w- J •: ^ 

i. : . 65-2O60-. s* A ■■■ 


Chicago 
New Tork 

Washington Field 
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A 

UNITED 


GOVERNMENT 


DATE: April 26, 1950 


HEREIN IS UNCLASSlrlEO 
DATE l- *3:* 


G// 

INEO ' 

BY&o^^'^S 






Reference is made to Buffalo letter to the Bureau with copy 
for Boston dated April 11, 1950, and enclosing for Boston a 
copy of "The Interpres." The latter is the centennial edi- 
tion of the annual published by the University of Rochester 
and is the property of a contact of the Buffalo Field Divi- 
sion. 

The photograph contained therein of ORRINGTON E. DWTER was 
exhibited to both ROBERT and XRISTEL HEINEMAN in an effort 
to effect an identification, with negative results. 

The above -described yearbook is being furnished Buffalo by 
registered mail herewith. 





*tc »W>S> 


■ \l\ 














Signature i 




Riotograph 


Copies made of photograph of ROBBERS 
maintained in this Navy Service Record, 
Four copies are being forwarded to 
Bureau, Boston and Indianapolis, and 
four copies retained by New York Office t 

Other background information concerning RCBB IN 'S -activities ‘ 
while in the U.S. Navy, a e, contained in his ^avy Service Records, is set 
forth below: * 


As requested In Indianapolis letter to Bureau, 4/8/50, two 
copies of this report are being forwarded to Indianapolis, since ROBBUJ is 
the subject of a security investigation in that office (Indianapolis file- 
100-8829) 

ENCLOSURES 

BUREAU - A photos of JAMES JEROME ROBBUJ. 

BOSTOi? — ttrtrtn it.' n . 

. INDIANAPOLIS « « " « " « " t 


-PENDING- 





f 


REFERENCE ; 


Bufile 1 65-58805 

Beport of S.A. If. Rulon Paxman, 4/IO/5O. 
Indianapolis letter to Bureau 4 / 8 / 5 0, 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Boom 5744 







lb. _ 

bMokr. 
?«J*. Boos __ 


Personnel Filfeo -So e t ia n 
Records Section 
Mrs. Skillman 


See Me For Appropriate Action 

Send File Note and Return 
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tTHOtm wx *4 ? 

Office M-emviZ... iw 


UNITED' S 


MS. T OLSON 
L. B. MIC SOLS 


^.GOVERNMENT 


DATE; May 6 , 1950 


"jr- ■■■■. . 

David Lawrence called me on Friday morning. May 5, 
and suggested that I get his column in the Mew York 
Herald~Tribune and that he would call back . Subsequently 
he did call back . I told bin that I had read the column • / 
There was no comment that we could make. He stated that u 


I entt ra story up nilli that he had not pointed out 

1 in tne 8tb-fy r t hdt '^fte'cb hatVt'io n s imposed might be such that ' " ' 

the FBI could not comply. I told him that obviously there 
was nothing we could say at the moment even for his personal 
information and guidance . He wondered if strong protests had - 
been made. He told that he had been given the understanding 
that some of the Senators had expressed concern . I asked if hp 
talked. to Brien McMahon. He stated that he had. It is quite obviou 
aa ij iqur ce of L uwre noe 

Lawrence, incidentally, stated that he felt the Director's 
speech in Mew York was outstanding and that he was going to give 
it further dissemination in his U. S. Mews Reports on Monday . 




- , -'-^rL.Birso^j^rjQJs 


V j' W:?; !>•' i U1-C- 


'H 






Office Men K .^um • UNITED , GOVERNMENT 


MR* TOLSOS 


DATE: May 5, 1950 


from 


Z. B. MICE 01^ 

SUBJECT: FUCASE 

Today the following members of the press c'alled 
regard to the story that appeared in the press today 
that the FBI had been granted permission by the Brtttsh 
authorities to interview subject Fuchs but that the 
permission was based on certain conditions which limited 
the access to subject Fuchs • 

Mr . Bid, MBC 

Mr • Harris, Reuters London Mews Agency 

Mr . Eardcastle , London Daily Mail 

In each instance, the inquiry was answered with no 
comment • ' 


CC; Mr . Ladd 
FCE:mb 


Tnljo a iS 00 '' 
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED' 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
DAT E I** -Vi RYa 
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Office Me ^ hdum • united government. 


THE DIRECTOR 


datb: May 8, 1950 


D, M. Ladd 


SUBJECT: EMIL KLAUS FUCHS 

ESPIONAGE 

■ ■ fh 


John Cimper i 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED, 

- v-2*\ ■g’T-BY.r ' 

Man, Legal . 




May 6 and advised that^thenews in London mere Carrying the 
statement indicating that the British have authorised thC**p 
interview of Emil Klaus Fuchs a nd that (/representative of ^ 

V„ ,.,'11 k „ k j.k_ ttio -r » , . * 


Scotland Yard will be with the FBI on such an interview.' 


He stated that one of the newsphpirs , "The London 
Star " in a gossip colunn, stated t/iat t/ie most likely person 
to cohduct the interview would be Mr * John Cimperman, who was 
assigned to the Embassy in London . He stated that he had had 



a cdll from one of the local pep ers inquiring about the matter 
and he had made no comment . The Embassy has had a nuufcer of 
calls as to who would be making the interview and who would be 
coming over, and the Embassy had likewise answered all inquiries 
with a ", No oowoent”. t ■ 
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P Cose Still Is Sore Point ! '; 

, Between Two Countries; 

P ;Some Angles Mysterious 
L. By John M. Hightower . .. 

E " .1 ■ AtwtietM) fwi» itaH Writip 

h Britain reportedly has pro- 
posed tfc give FBI agents limited 
Ucceas to Dr. Klaus Fuchs, Rus- 
sia's ex-ace atom spy, now serving 
la 14-year sentence In London for 
violating the Official Secrets Act. 

' . It appears doubtful that the FBI 
will consider limited access to 

British Ajrnmtnt ff Girt V. 5. Fuchs 
Date Rtportci. H Pag, 4-H 

Fuchs sufflciyt for its avowed 
purpose of probing to the bottom 
of the atomic spy situation drama- 
tised by the arrest and conviction . 
of Britain’s A-bomb scientist. V 
There is no -doubt, however, 
that the Fuchs case remains a sore 
poiqt In. BriUsh-Amerlcan rela- 
tions and continues to block all 
progress toward reviving the war- 
| time atomic partnership which 
£ those two countries and Canada 
“ shared. 

ft -. . . British Cleared Him. 

H Jl was ts a, result of that eol- 
™ labbratloa that Fuchs came to 
&£ this counter - , to work with other 
scientists fclt&red by the British 
government during the war — and ^ 
F helped to produce the atomic® 


,wis going' on. lie- made another 1 
telpTaerj,' teout two years if ter I 
the w*r. „> . I 

The^.'fac t£?pl us 'J'uch’s aubse- 1 
quent %trest, o^nfesriish and con- 1 
viction In. BrltQh— he Is an ex- 1 
patriate German— shook the itpA 
foundations of Amerlcan-BritisK j 
co-operation on any future atomic 
partnership. . 

The FBI, according to informa- 
tion which came out at the time, 
had a hand in breaking the Puch’s 
\ case, but after the original facts 
were developed, \l chiefs' of the 

• American securttll force evidently 

* felt they ’were %t sure of ob- 
'! 4*<nirig sll the Information necea- 
i sary from Fuchs to* give leads on 

possible other Russian spies. 
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Wanted Free Talks With Him. 

' In addition to requesting full in- | 
formation fro m the, Bri tish on the 
case, therefore, it appears today 
that the United States had also!' 
asked for the right of unrestricted 
access of its agents to Fucha with 
full opportunity to question him 
on his operations and connec- 
tions. 

The British apparently were re-* 
luctant to accede to this request 
for reasons which do not show 
on the surface. But they now 
reportedly have informed the : 
American Government that FBI J 
agents can question Fuchs under j 
certain conditions. These condt- > 
tlons are not known outside ftffl- \ 
cial Quarters. ' • If I 

' TlJI British Embassy, the Shte 
Department and the Federal Bu- 
■reaujpf Investigation itself met all 

" .,(W PUCHS^Page A-3.1 ’ 




•>/ 'F«c¥s\^ : ;'f 

^(Continued From First pAe.) ' 
inquiries on these developjtent* 
vjjth a refusal to answer tnj jlues- 
tlons, at least on the recor^. The 
nearest approach to official, com-' 
ment came when certain Inform- 
ants who asked to remain un- 
identified said that "as of now* 5 , 
the British and Americans work- 
ing on the case are co-operating. 
Officials do not deny, however. 


angles to the Fuchs incident. One 
Is the fatilure to date of British 
and American police to came up, 
(With any more arrests althoughj 
It was widely predicted several] 
months ago that the capture of 
Fuchs would pull the plug on' a] 
jljole spy system. j 

• :jf Another, mysterious aspect 
the case may get an airing fir 
Parliament soon. The Canadian 
Government told Its Parliament 
last week that it the time of the 
Canadian spy trial the n*jne of 
gUchs had been found In a nefte- 
jjfok with , those of four otter 
Britons and that, the British ojfv. 
ypment was notified. - '« -ft i 
^7*ne British - Government naif 
now been asked by a member of 
Parliament : to explain' wha was 


IMS. . 

* 0 a Oi iri: .?r c jy 






a, xl wa* is a remit of thit collab- l" 
fpration that Fuchs came' to this ; 
country to work with other scien- * 
tlsta cleared by the British gov- 
ernment during the war— and i 
to produce the atomic bomb 
while informing Russian 
munlst agents of what waa go- 
on. He made another trip 
about two years after the war. 

* These facts, plus Fuch’a subse- 
ienf arrest, confession and con- 
futation in Britain — he is a former 
^patriate German — shook the very 
[foundations of American-Brttiah 
feooperation on any future atomic 
partnership. , ~ ■ - 

- The FBI, according to informa- 
tion which came out at the time, 
had a hand In breaking the Fuchs’ 

But after the original fact* 

.developed, chief* of the 
American security' force evidently 
if pit they were not sure of obtaih- 
Hng all the Information necessary 
(from Fuchs to give leads o n.oossi- 
Rrie other Russian spies. •• 
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ionmtiony . 

The British^ Embassy, 
Department and the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation Itself met all | 
inquiries on these developmei 
with a refusal to answer any qn< 
tions, at least on the record. T 
nearest approach to official col 
Oient cam e when certain lnfon 
i nts who asked to remain~ ung 
i gBWWr iMfl that 'l£i of now" 
1 • Arne; 


[i °g *re cooperating, -j 

r Officials do not deny, however J 


leans 
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[that there are some mysterious! 
[angles to the Fuchs incident One; 
17 the failure to date of British: 
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FROM t L. B, NICHOLS 


.1 INFORMATION CONTAIN© 1 

l£IM IS u^CLAbSlriEDj 



** -May 6, 1950 


SUBJECT; 

. 4 yr 

' J to a Mr^fifialph of th^%ondon Graphic Newspaper who called 
Si'S v ^ ^ rat ^satlantic phone • He inquired whether the home 


5 irector'j Office , I talked 


n.* u *a 

/ office had been in touch with the FBI on the Fuchs case. 
/ T told him there was no comment • iTe stated that they 


heard two men were en route to England to question Fuchs • 

J told hi» there was no comment • J5Te stated that a pood 
contact of theirs in MIS had helped them on the story 
considerably and stated we were going over to see Fuchs • 

I told him there was no comment , He stated that they had 
heard the FBI was coming over to take Fuchs back to the 
United States for prosecution . I told him there was no 
comment * He asked if we had been in touch with the home 
office • I told him that there was no comment because any 
form of a contact would be handled by the State Department • 
He insisted that they wanted to cooperate and wanted the 
inside • I told him thdt we appreciated this but there 
still was no comment • 





Shortly thereof ter ^faines offifCeuters called and stated 
that they had a report thaft'the home office had apreed to make 
Fuchs available for interview in view of nre.iaurm +.hn+. ho* 


frrtc y nan a report: znarv xne nome office had apreed to make 
Fuchs available for interview in view of pressure that had been 
brought to bear upon the British government by a threat to cut 
off atomic information • I told Maines there was no comment • 

He wondered if we still had three ilpents in London . J told him 
there was no comment . He asked a lot of other questions • I 
told him still there was no comment • % l;i 

On the afternoon of May 5, Jac^Adams of thj^s so ciated 
Fr^sscalled me and asked if I had seen the Dp vid^L awrence story • 
I ^ toI Y'hin 1 had heard of it, but there was no commentT^He stated 
that their State Department representative had ascertained that 
the British had aareed ta lm-k in+.oT„i 0 ,* r.i-fe* j j 


rep res en xa xive haa ascertained that 
the British had agreed to let us interview Fuchs but had^imposed 
ditions • He wondered if we woujd comply. I told him 


certain conditions • „„ Cl * tJ 

that we would not make any comment • 
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ADDENDUM 

LBN t LB May 8, 1950 ... ... 


Late on the afternoon of May 8 I ashed Jack Adana, 
the AP correspondent who covers the building , to drop by my 
office . J had certain other natters which I discussed with 
him. 

I then pointed out that I was wondering if he had hea rd 
V^thcr^the^ Br it ieh_ha4. b ee jaLPeaJs ing an y^Uiforp!ati,P.n lo n^tfie 
FucJia_ cas e? "He' a tot e d 1 t wa s Jits »»d e r s tand i ng that tfi e £r itish 
were not saying a thing but that' John Lin g htowe r . “ 

Deoar tns n t c o rr e s pohde nt" r '“"h ad a'pre tty "Jjo od f j ll in gf w hat it 
ms_all_abgut . Be stated hjs^dJ d. jjfti . jfe&P, Jflfrere..Jii gA£a.wex*JWa 
secu ring h is ^tnf<yrnaj i on^bu t.,d id , .. lCA 0 .ci. 3 p od St at e 

De^rjmblH source s.- Be stated that this, of course, was 
strictly off ~fKe* record. 

Be then confided to me that his desk had informed hi* 
this afternoon to the effect that Scott Heston of the New York 
Times was getting ready to n hang one on n the AP tH connection 
with the Fuchs case. Be stated he did not know what they were 
talking about, nor did they have any further information. Be 
asked me if I had any idea. I told him I did not have the 
slightest idea. I told him and emphasised the fact that our 
position had been one of strictly n no comment n as he very well 
knew. 


I did tell him on May 5 when he coiled me that for his 
personal and off the record information negotiations had been 
in process but there was nothing that J could say. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE 


Photographs of JAMES J. ROBBIN obtained and submitted - 
April 18, 1950* V. > • , v.,r . , . 1 a 1 pam MTIAll ftAMTA 


AT GARY,' INDIANA 
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DAT F l ^ 


Indianapolis Confidential Informant T-l, ofknown reliability, 
furnishedSpecial Agent CHARLES W. GRUBB a photograph of 

- JAMES J Bobbin taken May 29, 19U9 while ROBBIN was sitting - 
on a stage during a Progressive Party meeting featuring 

0. JOHN ROGGE* 

- On April 1, 1950 a surveillance photograph was obtained, as 

ROBBIN approached his jeep. On April ll*, 1950 two ^ 

. surveillance photographs of ROBBIN were obtained as 
departed from his home.' ** *V - ?< ; ’ , * Vt _' v ‘ - i< ‘ '** 

'..Four copies of each of the four photographs were ' forwarded '' S ' 
‘to the Bureau, Boston and New York on April 18, 1950* 

^ Inasmuch as sixteen photographs were forwarded to the abote 
offices, the enclosures in Indianapolis letter dated April 18 
should have read sixteen rather than twelve photographs* 


COPIES DESTROY*!) ; 
R207WOV ^ 
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INDEX TO INFORMANTS 

rConf identtai Inf oraant :*>V. 'h * 
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'- 1 "; : Kv - IndLahapolis letter to Bureau dated April 16, 1?50: \ 
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Office Memorandum 
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DIRECT®, FBI 
SIC, CHICAGO 


v 

UNITED STATES GOVERNKTENT 

DATE: Ma7 10, 1950 


o 

SUBJECT! F00GAS5 

ESPIONAGE - R' 
(Bufll* 65-58805) 


Rebulet dated May 3, 1950, advised that Hr. WARREN C PiARlE8*^HNS0N, 
Chairman, Department of Chanistry, University of Chicago, should 
not be interviewed pending the results of the exhibiting of a 
photograph of HANSf^AFFRCN. . / 

Rebulet advised that the Chicago Office should, upon completion of 
outstanding leads with respect to GAFFRCN, submit a recommendation 
for an interview of GAFFRCN in connection with this investigation 
and the investigation of JURGEN^fuCZYNSKI. 

Chicago letter to Bureau dated April 18, 1950, entit^d^JURGEN 
KUCmSKI, wa. Juerge*$ucssinski; ESPIONAGE - R" contains the recom- 
mendations of this office with respect to an interview of GAFFRQN. 
These reccmmendaticns were submitted in connection with RUC report 
of SA W. RULON PAULAN at Chicago dated April 18, 1950- in the 
KUCZBJSKI case* * 


New York (65-15136) 
Boston (65-3304) 
65-3394 
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65-3374 
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To: COUMUHICA 

Transmit the following message to: 


ri .. 

* r t ‘ 


? URSEBT 
HAI 13, I960 


SAC, BET TORI 

^FOOCASS, BSFIOSAGB. I. SEUSSL AT WELTS, LAST REquSSTIBC ADTHCRITT 



: fAal bureau or ihvbstiqati • c ® ;1 ^ 

•* » . *. .4 States dbpabtmeht op JB*-**of - . ^•;. T . , , r ,. 

■ V— -\ 0 %^,,;^ 

* To: 

A Transmit tha. following message to: *£* HAVEN j§ UNGtA^fCTl Ji/ 

Y„ „• - „ i .; .: ;vw "" ™‘ 

.PfOOCASE, ESflOHACE* *• RE NEBHAYW TEL^TT TWELTE UM 1 - U»H j. 


fOOCASt, t6r»«n*«.» »• ”r — r .. f 

^VnFORNATIM FURNISHED MABCE ioatrrlRCEWRIIrt MW 

JOHN NEILLS SUBUITTEO BY BtlDCEPORT SRAM. HONEY ER ONE POSSIBILITY -. 

*■ • ' "'■''' * “ ^ '** r*i Tout tno beven beym.'.? 1 


tOCATEO.' MAYBE IDENTICAL JOHN MENRtfiHU FBI FOUB TOO «»» 
t\t non A*. lYNCEEPRlNTEO FOB BAYt FEBRUARY FORTYTNO BOSTON MABS, . ' ; 
‘ sktEMOREBS THEN NINE OANA BTREET CAMBRIOBE MASS. SEPTEMBER FORTY f. 


THRU APPLICANT FOR COST CURB, AUTO BRONANCE OORF BRI06EF0RT OORli. 


6aye address' then one ten chapel street briosefort coUn.' beftehber : 


•M 6 HWW.W* * — — . • >•• '• .-'f- 

f.f FORTYTHREE APPLICANT MACHINE RFERRTDR. OCTANT, ELECTRI^CONPANT^ 

BRIOSEPORT CONN, IIAYE ADDRESS THEN SIXTY ilEE AYENUE BRI06EF0RT COR*.* 
, F0RTYSEYM7^PLiui^ HOTEL PALM I**?* 

^ FLORIolf CAYE ADDRESS THEN FI YE HUNDRED SOUTHERN ttto, NEB YORE CITT.i 
&****, ^ '’also listeo ferson to si NOTIFIED in case of accident. BROTHER, CHARtES 


BTui^EICHT.NINE SUMMIT. AVENUE, OINTHROP MASU 7 OTHER ADDRESSED, /#*!* 


R^FORtmo, RIGHT EIGHT NINE ASYLAMAfE* HARTFORD CONN* fILT FaBTYW»4 

• ; ACTORCR ' FORTYTHREE. FOUSTE0 


-l*T» *®V« rw f 5* 

ONE ARCH STREET PHILADELPHIA FA. USTS BlRTWLAeE BOSTON 
DECEMBER SECOND NINETEEN ELETEN AMD TBEETE. DESCRIBED- FI YE FEET NI NE 

IpMa gjjpfl«=P BOTOS WENT. MIT* F»l^^“>.^- f ^r5^.v > < .< Z 'J 

■Efe f g£= COPIES DESTROYED' f^«S> -„^ 8ra A ' 

♦gg g • ptri- r .v./i„^A s iNvssT'.SATios pc^DDncn ltiWyi -••4 
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